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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) The invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1-7, 8-10, 12-17, 19-21, 23-28, 30-32 and 34 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Michael G. Mikurak (U.S. Patent No. 6606744 
and Mikurak hereinafter). 

With respect to claim 1, Mikurak discloses a testing system comprising: back-end 
software for interacting with a subject database application (i.e., "A program written with 
the aid of class libraries is still responsible for the flow of control (i.e., it must control the 
interactions among all the objects created from a particular library)." The preceding text clearly 
indicates software for interacting with object in a database)(col. 12 lines 20-23); and a common 
user-interface for controlling the interaction of the back-end software with the subject 
database application, the user-interface being independent of the subject database 
application (i.e., "... the extent they are allowed, can independently and securely add, delete, 
and/or otherwise modify the specification of load modules and methods, as well as add, delete or 
otherwise modify related information." The preceding text clearly indicates of an independent 
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system (user-interface) capable of performing the functions of modification of database 
application)(col. 89 lines 42-45). 

With respect to claims 2, 13 and 34, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the common user-interface comprises an API interface (i.e., "integration into the 
fundamental control environment of a broad range of electronic appliances through portable 
API and programming language tools that efficiently support merging of control and auditing 
capabilities." The preceding text clearly indicates of API interface being implemented in the 
system)(col. 94 lines 66-67; col. 95 lines 1-3). 

With respect to claims 3, 14 and 25, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the API interface comprises a C language interface (i.e., "preferred embodiment of the 
present invention is written using JAVA, C, and the C+ + language and utilizes object oriented 
programming methodology" The preceding text clearly indicates that C language is 
implemented in the system)(col. 9 lines 56-58). 

With respect to claims 4, 15 and 26, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the common user-interface comprises a command line interface (i.e., "devices often 
changes from manufacturer to manufacturer and from device to device, by using an entirely 
different command structure for each different component" The preceding texts clearly indicate 
of commands being used in the system)(col. 2 lines 5-8). 
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With respect to claims 5, 16 and 27, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the common user-interface comprises a graphical-user interface (i.e., "development of 
graphical user interfaces began to turn this procedural programming arrangement..." The 
preceding text clearly indicates the use of graphical-user interface)(col. 12 lines 60-67). 

With respect to claims 6, 17 and 28, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the back-end software includes instructions for causing creation of a test database 
using a particular subject database application (i.e., "The network creation processes 
provides the program management tools to ensure that the launch is successfully executed" The 
preceding text clearly indicates of some kind of command (instruction) is given to ensure 
creation of an application to be executed successfully)(col. 43 lines 59-61). 

With respect to claims 8, 19 and 30, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the back-end software includes instructions for reading test data from a test database 

(i.e., "...users have permission to manipulate web data (create, read, update, delete) Utilizes 
centralized directory of profiles for entitlement data." The preceding texts clearly indicate that 
there exist an instruction that allow only user with permission to read from the database 
therefore, one skilled in the act can claim of instructions for reading data from a database. )(col. 
171 lines 5-8). 

With respect to claims 9, 20 and 31, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the back-end software comprises instructions for comparing the test database with a 
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copy of the test database (i.e., "Testing the content of the data interface may include 
comparing versions of the data interface and utilizing remote and automatic testing 
capabilities ." The preceding text clearly indicates the system does the function of comparing 
versions of data in database on the interface)(col. 132 lines 24-26). 

With respect to claims 10, 21 and 32, Mikurak discloses a testing system wherein 
the instructions for comparing the test database comprise instructions for ascertaining 
instructions used for populating the test database with test data and verifying the 
integrity of the copy of the test database on the basis of the populating instructions, 
whereby the test database need not be available to verify the copy of the test database 
(i.e., ". . .processing (YES output of test 13604), program flow continues to test 13608 to verify 
the incoming data (order) to assure correct reception and internal consistency." The preceding 
texts indicate that the system performs the function of verification of data in the system 
(database))(col. 294 lines 1-3). 

With respect to claim 34, Mikurak discloses a system for testing the interaction of 
a test subject with a subject database application, the system comprising: database 
specific back-end software for interacting with a database application, and database 
neutral front-end software for controlling the back-end software, the front-end software 
being independent of the subject database application (i.e., "... the extent they are allowed, 
can independently and securely add, delete, and/or otherwise modify the specification of load 
modules and methods, as well as add, delete or otherwise modify related information." The 
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preceding text clearly indicates of an independent system (user-interface) capable of performing 
the functions of modification of database application) (col. 89 lines 42-45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7, 11, 18, 22, 29 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Michael G. Mikurak (U.S. Patent No. 6606744 and Mikurak 

hereinafter) in view of Eric Michael Jacobson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6389491 and 

Jacobson hereinafter). 

With respect to claims 7, 18 and 29, Mikurak does not disclose instructions for 
populating the test database with test data. 

Jacobson discloses includes instructions for populating the test database with 
test data (i.e., "Instrument driver 14 communicates with the instrument 18 via an I/O layer 16, 
which typically receives instrument instructions from the instrument driver 14 over an I/O bus 
(not shown)." The preceding text clearly indicates that the system is receiving instructions in a 
testing system. Therefore one skilled in the art can claim of instructions for populating the test 
database with test data)(col. 3 lines 4-7). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Mikurak with the teaching of Jacobson to 
include instructions for populating the test database with test data with the motivation to 
being able add data to database (Jacobson, col. 3 line 4-7). 

With respect to claims 1 1 , 22 and 33, Mikurak does not disclose instructions for 
causing a selected portion of the test database to be compared with a copy of the test 
database (Refer to claims 7, 18 and 29) 

Jacobson discloses include instructions for causing a selected portion of 
the test database to be compared with a copy of the test database (i.e., "Instrument 
driver 14 communicates with the instrument 18 via an I/O layer 16, which typically receives 
instrument instructions from the instrument driver 14 over an I/O bus (not shown)." The 
preceding text clearly indicates that the system is receiving instructions in a testing system. 
Therefore one skilled in the art can claim of instructions for populating the test database with test 
data)(col. 3 lines 4-7). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Mikurak with the teaching of Jacobson to 
include instructions for causing a selected portion of the test database to be compared 
with a copy of the test database with the motivation to being able differentiate old and 
current data easily (Jacobson, col. 3 line 4-7) 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph C. Opare-Abetia whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6594. The examiner can normally be reached on mon-fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JEFFREY A. GAFFIN can be reached on (571) 272-4146. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 



Joseph C. Opare-Abetia 



Patent Examiner 




Art Unit 2165 



